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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

The following is in response to the applicant's response filed 4/1 V06. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 4/7/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2. It is not clear to the examiner how the applicant has narrowed the scope of instant claim 
1. The previous claim used the phrase "inhibiting percutaneous absorption." The claim now 
read "inhibiting absorption into a person's skin." 

3. The definition of "percutaneous" is " Passed, done, or effected through the skin." Thus it 
seems the scope is unchanged. 

4. The applicant argues that the mechanism of Peck is different from the instant invention. 
However, the instant claims do not describe or require any specific mechanism. Instant claim 1 
merely requires an inhibition of absorption. Peck specifically teach inhibiting percutaneous 
absorption as stated in the previous action (see col. 2, lines 17-23). 

5. The applicant further states that Peck teaches molecules with a molecular weight less 
than 350 which are excluded by the instant claims. However the transitional phrase "including" 
allows for the addition of compounds with a molecular weight less than 350. Should the 
applicant wish to exclude any additional components the transitional phrase "consisting of 1 
should be used. 

6. Concerning claim 14, this method only requires the application of the composition to a 
substrate. As the prior art teaches application to the skin and as the compositional limitations are 
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met such decontamination steps would be inherent. Furthermore as the prior art is also 
concerned with protecting a persons skin, such variations as application prior to expose or after 
expose are at the least obvious variations of the prior arts intended use. 

7. Concerning the Tipton references, the applicant admits that Tipton teaches a composition 
which forms an antimicrobial barrier. Thus broadly the Tipton references do teach the blocking 
of chemicals albeit not all chemicals. The applicant's claims currently do not require all 
chemicals to be block. Nor do the instant claims require any specific rate of inhibition. Thus the 
3-50 micron pore size would at least in part slow the progress of all chemicals as the diffusion is 
now limited by movement through small pores. As the applicant's claims do not require a 
specific amount of inhibition such barriers would inherently slow the progress of chemicals into 
the skin. 

8. Concerning the Kilnger reference, the applicant again makes the mistake of claim 
interpretation by stating that the instant claims exclude composition which contain solvents with 
a molecular weight less than 350. As stated above the applicant's claim construction does not 
limit the inclusion of addition compounds. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

10. Previous rejections are maintained for those reasons presented in the previous action as 
well as those arguments presented above. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Dunn, Richard L. 
(US5792469). 
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Concerning the absorption, Dunn, Richard L. teaches the following: 

11. The composition of claim 9, wherein the absorption altering agent is selected 
from the group consisting of propylene glycol, glycerol, urea, diethyl sebecate 
sodium, lauryl sulfate, sodium lauryl sulfate, sorbitan ethoxylates, oleic acid, 
pyrrolidone carboxylate esters, N-methylpyrrolidone, N,N-diethyl-m-tolumide, 
dimethyl sulfoxide, alkyl methyl sulfoxides, and combinations thereof {emphasis 
added) 

Concerning the skin, Dunn, Richard L. teaches the following: 

In a preferred version, the film dressing has a two-layered asymmetric pore 
structure composed of a core portion and a skin portion. The skin portion has 
pores with significantly smaller diameters than that of the pores in the core 
portion. The skin portion can be formed on top of the core portion with the core 
portion in contact with the tissue, or the skin portion or layer may be under the 
core portion and in contact with the tissue. Alternatively, the film dressing can 
have a homogeneous pore structure with pores evenly distributed throughout the 
film dressing, {emphasis added) 

Concerning the solvent system, Dunn, Richard L. teaches the following: 

A mixture of solvents can be used to increase the coagulation rate of polymers 
which exhibit a slow coagulation or setting rate. For example, the polymer can be 
combined with a coagulant-promoting solvent system composed of a mixture of a 
good solvent and a poorer solvent or a non-solvent for the polymer component. It 
is preferred that the solvent mixture contain an effective amount of the two 
solvents such that the polymer will remain soluble in the mixture but coagulate 
upon dissipation or diffusion of the solvents into surrounding tissue fluids at the 
tissue site, {emphasis added) 



Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Klingner, Thomas D. 
(US6670313). 

Concerning the absorption and the skin, Klingner, Thomas D. teaches the following: 

Disrupting the stratum corneum significantly increases the percutaneous 
absorption of chemical exposure, thereby contributing to the development of 
irritant or allergic dermatitis. Thus, skin cleansers incorporating harsh detergents 
which can damage the skin tend to increase the potential for skin absorption of 
chemical exposure. The addition of cosmetic emollients or "moisturizers" to such 
cleansers can further promote chemical absorption. Commonly used additives, 
such as aloe vera and isoproplymyristate are rapidly absorbed into the stratum 
corneum. Moreover, these additives have been proven to be effective vehicles to 
enhance the absorption efficacy of lipohilic drugs. D-limonene, widely employed 
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in citrus-based skin cleansers, has been shown to be among the most effective 
penetration enhancers for dermal drug delivery, {emphasis added) 

Concerning the solvent system, Klingner, Thomas D. teaches the following: 

7. The solvent system of claim 1, wherein the first solvent comprises from about 
10 weight % to about 90 weight % of the solvent system and the second solvent 
comprises from about 10 weight % to about 70 weight % of the solvent system. 

{emphasis added) 

Conclusion 

11. It is again suggested to the applicant to include specific material limitations into their 
claims so as to distinguish the instant invention from those of the prior art. 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory E. Webb whose telephone number is 571-272-1325. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-17:30 (m-f). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Douglass McGinty can be reached on (571)272-1029. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Gregory E. Webb 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1751 



